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International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT 

An examiner's amendment to the record appears below. Should the changes 
and/or additions be unacceptable to applicant, an amendment may be filed as provided 
by 37 CFR 1 .312. To ensure consideration of such an amendment, it MUST be 
submitted no later than the payment of the issue fee. 

Authorization for this examiner's amendment was given in a telephone interview 
with Daniel T. McGinnity, registration no. 55444, on 6/17/2008. 

In the claims, amend claims 15 and 33 as follows: 

Claim 15: Replace "one or more applications" with "a processor" in line 2. 

Add "executable via the processor" after "an operating system" in 
line 3. 

Claim 33: Replace "an application program" with "memory" in line 2. 

Add "stored in the memory" after "an operating system" in line 3. 
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REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
The Examiner deems Suzuki (US 5,485,175, also referred to as Yasuhiro in previous 
Office Actions), Narioka et al. (US 2003/0132911 A1 ) hereinafter Narioka, Jobs et al. 
(US 6,686,938 B1) hereinafter Jobs, Guerrero (US 6,236,400 B1), and Publication 
"Visual Interface Guidelines" hereinafter Cohen, to be relevant prior arts, wherein 
Suzuki and Narioka being the closest prior arts. 

Independent claims 1,15,17, 20, 22, 25, 27, and 33 when considered as a 
whole, are allowable over the prior arts mentioned above. In particular, following 
limitations of the claims as amended are not taught or suggested by the prior arts 
mentioned above: 
Claim 1: 

wherein the at least one module of the operating system is configured to receive 
the one or more calls specifying concurrent display of the top level menu and the 
second level menu and automatically introduce the top level menu item into the 
second level menu and display the second level menu in place of the top level 
menu. 
Claim 15: 

wherein the at least one module of the operating system is configured to receive 
the one or more calls specifying concurrent display of the parent menu and the 
submenu and automatically introduce parent said menu items into the submenu 
and display the submenu in place of the parent menu. 
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Claim 17: 

wherein the at least one module of the operating system is configured to receive 
a call specifying concurrent display of the parent menu and the submenu and 
automatically introduce the menu item into the submenu and display the 
submenu in place of the parent menu. 

Claim 20: 

wherein the at least one module of the operating system is configured to receive 
a call specifying concurrent display of the parent menu and the submenu and 
automatically display the hierarchical in-place menu. 

Claim 22: 

wherein the at least one module of the operating system is configured to receive 
a call specifying concurrent display of the parent menu and the current menu and 
automatically display the current menu in place of the parent menu. 

Claim 25: 

wherein the at least one module of the operating system is configured to receive 
a call specifying concurrent display of the parent menu and the submenu and 
automatically display the submenu in place of the concurrent display. 

Claim 27: 

wherein the at least one module of the operating system is configured to receive 
a call specifying concurrent display of the parent menu and the submenu and 
automatically display the submenu in place of the concurrent display. 
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Claim 33: 

wherein the hierarchical in-place menu module displays the hierarchical in-place 
menu automatically in response to the one or more calls specifying concurrent 
display of the parent menu and the submenu. 

All the independent claims now recite limitations as shown above that basically require 
one or more calls specifying concurrent display of a parent menu (top level menu) and a 
submenu (second level menu, or current menu) and at least one module of the 
operating system to automatically display a hierarchical in place menu instead of the 
concurrent display. This is not taught or suggested either alone or in combination by any 
of the references mentioned above. Suzuki teaches a hierarchical in place menu similar 
to the hierarchical in place menu recited in the claims (see Fig. 2A). However, the 
hierarchical in place menu implementation logic of his invention resides within an 
application and not provided as part of the operating system, and most importantly, 
Suzuki is silent about one or more menu call from one or more applications specifying 
concurrent display of parent menu and submenu, and at least one module of the 
operating system to automatically display a hierarchical in place menu instead of the 
concurrent display. The servicing of a menu call in Suzuki appears to be static in the 
sense that the menu call itself appears to specify a hierarchical in place menu and no 
teaching or suggestion of at least one module of the operating system servicing a 
request for concurrent display of parent menu and submenu by automatically providing 
the hierarchical in place menu is present. Narioka on the other hand also teaches a 
hierarchical in place menu similar to the hierarchical in place menu recited in the claims 
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(see Figs. 4-8). He teaches a controller module 104 (see Fig. 1) causes the hysteresis 
information (i.e., contents displayed in area 106a in Fig. 4) of the operating menu from 
the past to the present to be displayed in separation from the items of the current menu 
hierarchy, responsive to actuation on an operating unit 102 (i.e., a jog dial illustrated in 
Fig. 2) (see Fig. 4 and paragraph [0070]). While Narioka teaches a controller 104 for 
demonstrating the hysteresis information and the items of the current menu hierarchy in 
separation from each other in a display area on the display unit 103 (see paragraph 
[0066]) which is similar to the hierarchical in place menu of the present invention, the 
hierarchical in place menu implementation logic of his invention is also not provided as 
part of the operating system, and most importantly, Narioka is also silent about a menu 
call specifying concurrent display of parent menu and submenu, and at least one 
module of the operating system to automatically display a hierarchical in place menu 
instead of the concurrent display. Therefore, no teaching or suggestion of at least one 
module of the operating system servicing a request for concurrent display of parent 
menu and submenu by automatically providing the hierarchical in place menu is 
present. None of the other prior arts mentioned hereinabove alone or in combination 
teach or cure the deficiency. All the dependent claims are therefore also patentable over 
the prior arts of record due to their dependency from respective patentable independent 
claims. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RASHEDUL HASSAN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-9481 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM - 4PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Rashedul Hassan/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2179 



/Weilun Lo/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2179 



